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- CAPTAIN CLINTON'S LOYALTY

" HON. GERALD BH. SOLOMON

_ . OF NEW YORX .
- IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

- Thursday, June 10,1993

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Spoeker, yesterday on:
- CNN's “ingide Politics,” Congressworman PAY
SCHROEDER described her assessment of the
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the Presidont weighs his own seif-interest.

One doos not have 10 agree with Professor

Guinler's policies 10 ook at how she wes treat-

' ‘CARLOS A. LORAN HONORED -

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS. <

or W vone, *

- A. » ' i '(v )
' Thursday, June 10, 1993 -
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June 10, 1993
HEAD START

-HON. LEE H. HAMILTON
’ OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, June 10, 1993

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
insert my Wi Report’ for Wednesday,
June 8, 1993, Into the, - CONGRESSIONAL

A much-touted element of President Clin-
ton's domestic program is a proposal to fund
fully Head Start. Hoead Start is an early
childhood development program that aims to

. give disadvantaged children, mostly aged 3

to 5, the tools necessary to suocceed in school.
It helpe poor preschoolers combat the ilis of
poverty by teaching them educational and

social & providing them with health and

- nutrition services, and involving parents in

their. development.. This ‘year ;more .than
will participate in Head

The - program- bas -traditionally. enjoyed
widespread  public and political "support.

Preatdent Bush increased Head Start fund-

ing, and President Clinton would do the
same. Head Start 1s not controversial in Con-

‘gress. ‘However, In -recent months the .pro-

gram has come under increased acrutiny, v~
E " BACKGROUND = . ' .~ .-

' ,Hudsuitmmmqrothnn'ls'munoh
. children since its inception in 1966. The pro-

gram targets disadvantaged children; 90% of
perticipants must be from famllies st or
below the federal poverty guideline or re-
ceive public assistance. The program, how-
ever, is undersubscribed. This year only one
third of the poor children will participate
due to parents choosing not to have “their
children in the program and funding con-

Community-based non-profit organisations
and school xystems. sdrninister the program
through grants awarded by 'the federal De-

"partment .of- Health :ahd--Human ;Services
" (HHS). Granteea must contribute 2% of pro-

gram costs from non-federal. funds unless
‘they are granted a waiver from HHS, This
year Congress appropriated about $2.8 billion
for Head Start. President Clinton wants to
increase Head Start funding to $4.1 billion
next year to increase participation levels

" and to extend the program through summer

months. : . g
- Nationwide there are about 1,300 Head

Start programs. They are designed to meot

. specific community needs, and consequently,

differ 1o how they deliver their services.
Some are center-based,” while others .are
home-based. In general, Head Start programs
operate part-day, and offer children a variety
of learning experiences. Children are {ntro-

" duced - to word and number concepts and

learn how to play together. They also receive

free health screening—many have never seen

a doctor or dentist—and nutritious meals.
Their. parents .participate through- various
activities. For example, Head Start staff will
maké home visits to teach parents about
educational exercises that can be done at
home. Most Head Start centers have adult-
literacy programs as well. ’ . '

. . HEAD START IN INDIANA

Head Start in Indiana reaches about 10,000
children each year—approximsately 29% of
those eligible. It 15 administered by 45 local
programs with a statewide annual budget of
$30 milifon. Most programs cover more than

. oné county. Only the counties of Hamilton,
- Kosciusko and Union-are unserved -by-Head

Start. 1 have visited many southern Indians
Head  Start sites, and I am impressed by
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what dedicated teachers and parents are and community. The clnllenso is to bulld on ments or other economic Inoonu»os grantad

schlevme with limited resources.
--PROGRAM ASSESSMENT

Roeont st.udlea give no clear verdict on the
effectiveness of Head Start. Some offer posi-
tive findings. They indicate that Head Stert
participants, by the end of the program, are
further along in terms of mental, social and
emotiopal development and self-esteem than
non- pa.ruclunta. and that Head Start

_strengthens' the faiily’s ability to help the
child. There is also evidence that children
p-.rdclpnung 1n an enriched preschool expe-

. rienoe are more likely to finish high lchool
hold a job, and avolid teen-age progm.ncy and
trouble with the law.

Other studies are more critical of tho pro-
snm.Somohnvotoundt.hat.tholmmoduw
intellectual gains made by Head Start chil-
dren fade after a few years and may even dis--

~ appedr if there 18 no follow-through. .

Many
" critics believe the-children would be better -V
. umdlntholonxtormbydmuncﬂud.
Start funding .to the growing network of. !/
m—ﬂudsu.rt n’uchoolprogmmeorto'

pnbllopohoo

Oonoarnlhsvothopoennu«iabouttho Y

F‘Jrlt.ﬂudsurthunmdodtooqulokly
withoat the neocessary quality controls. The
_number ‘of children in the. program has doa--
blodmmmttonyean.butmmymnot
rocolvincbuloheulthweuko immauniss-
tions.&ooond.bhoprognmhuhaddiﬂlcnlty
‘attracting quality administrators and good
toachers, Natlonwide, Head. Start teachers
6arn on average 316,000 a year and aides
$8,000. Third, many Head Start facilities are
inadequate for oduoatlon and childhood do—
volopmont . . Co
ir Al Pa.cvms
““Somdmamchuahouldbemodto
improve Head Start. First, we need. to en-
courage -Jocal agencies to experiment and
nndonootlvom-t.omnmuoandumm
gains among Head Start participants: In
some aréas, ‘Head Start coordinates with .

‘othsr. programs to provide a full day of care.
Ona_Head Btart -unit has developed a pro-

gram for preschool through third grade. Seo-
-ond, ' we- can ‘encourage Head Start parents,.
‘where needed, to seek job-training and drug
rehabilitation. .Many Head Start children

come from single-parent homes, and are at |

serious risk of growing up in poverty and ex-
problems in school if parental in-

perisacing
volvement 18 not emphasized. Third, we need .

to hmprove-the quality of Head Start teach-
era. Many of them are very dedicated. Good
teaching is essential to good education, and
‘better -compensation. will . attract better
téachers. Fourth, we must make sure federal
-dollars are well spent. My view is the con-
cept of Head Btart is a good one, but the evi-
depos that many of the programs are poorly
administered . and unsuccessful gives me
pause, I believe that local agencies are in s
‘better -position. than Washington ‘to know
what's best for-their communities, bat we
.must do & better job monitoring Head Start
mnmformtemlmmnaemont. ’
CONCLUSION: -

Headsurtunotnpanwurort.hoyun
a disadvantaged child spends in poor health
and: housing, with little or no intellectusl
stimulation, .and .only the prospect of ad-

vanocing to poor schools and confronting the

disintegration of their families and neigh-
borhoods.:But, it makes sense to me to give
_poor preschoolers ‘basic—Tsssons,. food, and
meadical services. There 18 s0lid evidence that
A .well-run Head Start program. tan give
these children & boost to success in school

-the gains of Head Start, make improvements

This is a program whlch can work—u we use
it properly.

AMERICAN JOBS. PROTECTION ‘ACT
- INTRODUCED.

* HON, WILLIAM D. FORD .-

. OFMICHIGAN = -
mmnouslormnmmxxmss
" Thursday, June 10, 1993

:
i
g

g
3
:
:
it
3
f‘«?f

g
%%

g zggi
é §§§§
sokd §§
ggggféssgg
§§§§§§§ga
i’%%?é,g?

%ﬁ

:

88?

i

H
i
2

é
g

?‘é
i
g
!
EGEEQ
i

3
£

i
§

2
:

i
1
§%
zg?é’

<388

be/ required to retum

8

3g

i

borders at the press of a computer keyboard.
Thatleavesmolabafomoasanaﬂonsmost

g

ation, some saki the issue was jobs, that we

. could afford no further losses. |-agree: That is

Mw!mwnwu*mwnwcmmmaﬁw_

HONORING KENTUCKY 8 LI'I'I‘LE ‘
g LEAGUE CHAMPIONS TR ]

mmJnmnnmmﬂs

" OF KENTUCKY - _
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES .

Thursday, Ju?w 10~ 1993
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‘A . TRIBUTE TO . CLIFTON HIGH malnsalivelypaﬂohtsSouhB:mxoonvm—

. 8CHOOL:. - BTATE SOFTBALL -nity.
CHAMPIONS - : : - MJchofmeCuﬂefsstmossmxst“beat
tributed to Gertrude Landau, the Hodson Cen-
HON, HERB KLEIN ter's first executive director and an energetic

. OF NEW JERSEY and outspoken member of its board of direc-

mmaousnormmmmm - tors since 1977. | would also kke to mention
Thursday, June 10, 1993

- Mr. KLEIN.- Mr. Speaker, lﬂmtodaybpay
“special tribute 10 the Cifton High School soft-_

the Hodson Center's curent executive direc-
conﬁnuotpnmkaﬂandsmCentefavﬁal
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tor, Tecla' Y. Brown, whose freless efforts

' _‘hmm on’a path to regtoration. *"
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THE BUDGET RECONCILIATION
BILL C

HON-LEEH. HAMILTON
. OF INDIANA :
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRE&ENTATXVES

Thursday, June 10, 1993

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, | would Bke to
insert my Washington Raport for Wednesday,
June 2, -1983, into’ the CONGREsscom
RECORD: - . A :

"THE BUDGET RECOKCILIATION BILL
" Last week the House passed the budget
reconclliation bill containing the major ele-
ments of the Clinton economic plan: genuine
deflcit reduction, through apending cuts and
progressive tax increases, and increased in-
vestment to create joba and strengthen the

" economy. The plap {8 not perfoct. We'can and
‘will improve lt.tmuymmdmymto

come, But it does put-the nm:m't ‘nacal

ou-rum: oF PAC!AOE .

: 'r\ This package contains aignificant. t.n An-

i . .cresses:and. entitlemant: cuts—with . two-

"N -mx uousn or mamAﬁvm _
s ‘Thirsday, Jine 10, 1993 ,"

TBIBU’TE TO WILLIAM HQDSON R

.7 SENIOR C - 'urrown&wswm | s o ¢

. - - s r, m—

HON.JOSEF.SERRANO " nize Ms.: Margaret Novack. Ms: Novack has
OF NEW YORK boenakeynmbetdmedaparmd

mmﬁousnoranrnmnﬁﬂnvﬁs ©Starrett at- Spiing ‘Creek *for -more: than 10 -
. Thursday, June 10, 1993 - o years.Prtmarliy Ms. Novack serves as that of-

MrSERRANOMrSpGakerldsobdayﬁo‘

‘wﬂaﬁon'sﬂm'tgsedorcemaf,
- Named for a New York City wetfara com- -O2Tolt pravides to the students at PS, 346
who died

caﬂondpmgmms.‘!hosoprogmmrmvuw\-
; - sigtently stressed education and -
NowYorkCityDepa;tnemo'Wettambbmg ww:mmmwwmgmap-
apeddzodaendoesﬁome dderlypopu- proach
clys b Ms.NovackhasaJsobomhsWnemajh
w.sm before the - establishment: of -O'ganizing @ variaty of aftarschool programs
'mmcmmmaempeo- for the ‘children of Starrett. -They include an
p!ewerendammrofmwbucmm environmental ciub, a chorus,; an orchiestra's
. -poputation were able to club..and .a dance. club. More than haif the
-live out mekdayslnoidaoohonm.md mmmlswmmmmeormo

ooﬂegesanduﬂveralﬁesmwyparwpata
Under ‘Margaret's guidance, Stamett offers to
hlghsd\oolsedorsafroepmpamofymse
formeSdrolasﬂcApﬁuﬁeTes:.
s Pty Gk e ‘““mmmmmu
rose
w:\dml:: psglstnnt@recbrofcoummﬂtywhm

An singloyee of Starett Chy, lné;,socm-
he:mmet,as"

thirds going for deficit reduction-and one-

" third for investmenta. On_the"tax &ide, the

uﬂshw'ln'cronmnc theirinoome tax.rates and

: -medloa.ropaymummd -for-the wealthi-. - -
.ostm%otmuroes.unnzmomofr.holr:o-
.cial security benefits. -It.raises ths top cor-
--porate:tax rate,- roduoenbnsmmm deduc- |

tions for ‘meals. and ‘entertainment, :and ‘im-

- posea.a new broad-based energy tax. To én-

courage economic  growth,: the bill makes

* permanent the ressarch tax credit, provides

more generous depreciation, and increasss to -
$25,000 the -deduction for equipment -pur-

chases by small businesses and farmers.. It
also-protects the working poor by expanding
the earned income .tax oredit and provides
new tax incenmtives far ‘poonomically. - dis-
tressed areas. On the spending side, the bill
curba federal amployes pay and retirement

. benmeflts, reduces the federal warkforce, re-
' places the current guaranteed studant’ loan

cuttinz back payment mcream to hospitals-
- and physicians, At the sams timse, 1t expands

food stamp beneﬂt.n l.nd chﬂmood -tmmuni-

zations. . -_,”k't, o

Dxnmmucrm R

Overalx. t.hovlriousprovtslonstntheroc— .
onciliation bill yield a net -tax increase of
$250 billion over flve years and net entitle-

. ment reductions of $87 billion. The package

also contains -provisions -to freese ' discre-
tionary spending at current levels.through
1998, ' thereby- saving -$103 .billion. "These
changes, combined with lom ntemt pay-
ments on the national debt, make up the $4%
billion in deficit reduction the President has

. called for over the next five years.: . <-° .
Although this is the. largest deficit reduc- .

tion in history, ltvoul&botmisuko&o

- lon to $360 billion 1n five years and $600 bil-

lion in ten years—basically gobbling up the
nation's private savings and. mm'teagmg our
future.. So something -has to.be.done.
reconciliation bill is projected to h:rmg

-deficit down to $202 billjon by 1996—a 40% re-

duction—and to reduce the deficit as a share
of%(lross Domestic - Product from 4.&% to
26 ’

L t,..- B

“"'""‘-.-llr.r o-.»‘-.

o TAII!CM«W«M‘.{.TJ v
“The. publio ‘focus on the p.oh.go has all

been on the tax’ side—partly because the - -

spénding cuts. thourh signtficant.” were ac-
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cepted by different factions in Congress, but
2150 becauss of the public’s extreme sensitiv-
- ity to tax increases. Increasing taxes is cer-
talnly not easy to do politically. But there
are no painless answers, and we cannot get
an agreement on & pa,ckaga of only spending
cuts,
Thmmckn.goresbomsomet.uoqnjtyloat
in recent years, calling for ths greatest sao-
rifice from thoss most able to pay. Those
- families making less than $29,000 will on the
average pay: less in taxes under this plan (as
the earned inoome tax credit offsets the en- -
ergy. tax increase). Those making between
$40,000 . and' $200,000 "will see their overall
taxes go up about % of 1%, while those with
incomes above $200,000 will sse thelr effective
tax rate increase almost 5%. Overall, some
T5% of the net tax increases in the packsage
muonthoexotAmonoammakmgabovo
$100,000. .
Even’ t.houeh mlddlo-lnoome pooplo may be -
pnytns some more taxeés,-they will receive

packi
-terest rates. Interest rates have come down
.in recent months ‘on.the expectation that

“President Clinton and ‘Congress would reduce .-M;
- the «deflcit, “That 4ranslates into lower loan -

payments -for individuals—{inancing a me-
‘dlan-priced home at 7% -instead of 8% will’
* save:aboat $800 a-year—and lower operating -
“expenses for businesses. Most eoonomists ex-

‘pect & typioal middle-incoms family to ssve . 8

more in Interest payments as a result of this
}plmthm‘;heywouldpaymmcrusodmu.
¢ 7. "BPENDING REDUCTIONS "~ "

’ Amdordmwbuckofthamcksgotrommy '

<mmpocdn 1s that it does not go far enough
~in cutting federal spending. We need to re- -
. double-our efforts to find cuts in federal pro-

*-grams, and-in particular we need to.focus on

- the rapid growth in Medicare and Medicaid.. .

-'Federal -spending .on health care was $68 bil- .~
-;uoanmtumjocudwmchssslw-
-lon'by the.year 2000, The rapid growth in '

fedefal’ health ‘care expenditurés, far -out- -
“Stripoing’the ‘rate of ‘inflation, is buica.lly
‘whst ma.kdc t.hn bndgot deﬂcit out.look 80-

) '11:9 roconcﬂhtion bm dou inolude cut-.
‘ backs in Medicare and Medicaid spending, as
well as-a provision to put'a 1id on entitle-
- ment growth—by requiring the President
_and ‘Congress to annually .confront any
spending on entitlement programs in excess
of target levels. President Clinton plans to
address runaway health care costs in his’
health care reform packige expected soon.
The long-term ovutlook for deflcit reduction
hinges on whether that package can curb the:
. relentlsss growth 1n todoml hoalth care ox-
.pondwuru. F.

m oonanm‘.ncl:s or Dnmr ST
: Ovan.ll. the reconciliation bill éonsida.red
-bythnﬂonnmnotmyldeal package and

1-do not agree with everything in it. But I
-voted for it because I believe we must end
_the gridlock and get our economic house in .

order. 1 was. deoply ooncerned about the con-
sequenoes of its being defeated. No other al-

tarnative cams even close to getting major-

1ty support. 8o .the cholce came down to this
bill or a continuation of past policies with -

resultant . exploding  deficits and economic
- stagnation. The.vote was basically a test of

whether the President and Congress can gov-

ern. Failure to pass the President's economic

program would send a message both here and

abroad that our fiscal policy is out of control -

and that no agreement oan be reachsd. The’

tltamatlvowonldbotodrlfbmdwunk.
~The finanoial miarkets would have . reacted-
| ldmly a.nd interest’ rabeu would lnvo gone

. Eouumeoft.hobmmummttho
Drooeaasooatorwu.rd -We.must continue to

“be
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work hard to improve it, reducing the tax in-
creases and cutting spending more. -Changes
may be made on the Senate side and difficult
hurdles lie ahead, but at least a start has
been made on cutting spending, distributing
more fairly the burden of taxes, reversing
the upward trend in the deficits, and expand-
ing public and private sector investments to
streng't.hen l:he eoonomy n.nd croabo Jobe.

DISPELLING PROTEC’I‘IONIST
" MYTHS -

HON.PHIIIPLLCRANE

. OF ILLINOIS :
- IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES :

” -.Thursday, June 10, 1993 . .|

ML CRANE -Mr, -Speaker, as moa of my

ooleaweg know, -ama strong proponent of -

. mon protectionist myths.- i highly reoommond
s reading. .= vecl e e i~
[FromRoaderaDigest. May1993]

<

‘WHAT TRADE LAWS CosT You'
7 (By Walter E. Willlams)
Iwmnevor torgotmyviaittot&outh

- campaign, proclaimihg. that: “choap“ foreign .
meoruwma'majorthmttomdmu'ymd
jobs 1n this country. - ‘

What impressed me- moat during my pla.nt
t-ourwuthntsom.nyormunkenskmttmg
and spinning machines were made in Bel- '
gium, France and Japan, When I pointed this -
out, one. of the. executives guiding me
shrugged. "He said that, of course, Milliken
shopped all over the -world to get the best -
-machines at the best price. “Exactly,” I re-

sponded.-* wants to.get the best .
" deal,. -whether buying  plant- machinery in
Franoe or s new dress from Kmart.
someétimes . the -best deals—like yomf.—; ma-
chines—coms from oversseas.” ;

Militken ‘oontinues to: lead” oﬂortz to re-
strict - textile imports—while  the company"
benefits from t.ho oﬂlolency of lmportod t.ex-j
tile machinery. .
~ That kind of oconomlo donblet.hmk 13 per-
_vaalvot.oday ‘But the fact -is that trade is
simply_two br more parties getting together
to obtain the best deal possible, whether 1t's
you and your supsrmarket or a Caribbean
sugar grower and a U.8. candy maker. Tar--
iffs, guotas and other -trade barriers result
when powerful' groups use politjcal muscle
against unorganized buyers. They “protect’
‘sellers from competition - md prevent yon
from buyinz what you want.

- Voluntary, peaoomlsxchmso among citl-..
‘sens ofa-country.isa blessing. Why should 1t
“different when sach commaerce takes
place across international boundaries?. -Re-
member, ‘countries “don’t trade-—people’ do..
The Unltod Bt.atas doem't buy Toyotas or

PR

AT

-. fcan confectioners must
. oents in’ tariffs and foes.”

E 1467

Buicks—you do. And you pay too much for
cars, clothes and food becauss myths about
international - trade continue to influence
politicians, the press and public opinion. It's
time to debunk these fallacies:

Myth 1: The United States plays fair on trade
issues, but other countries play dirty. -_

The U.S. tariff code lists dutles on 8862
items—from gaat cheess to tarpaulins,
trucks and teacups. While our nation is a
freer market for foreign goods than most,
this vast catalogue of special interests shel-

" tered from competition shows we are far

from truly free.-In the late 19808, when the
Instituts for International Economics stud-
fed the matter, U.8. consumers. spent an
extra $50 billion a year on domestic and im-

~porbod¢oodabocausoofta.r1£fsmdquotas—

more than $1000 per family. .
Youpaymoreforpolyostormateratrom
‘South Korea (a tariff of qver 34 percent),
strawberries from Canads; door locks from
Taiwan. Studies in the 1960s estimated ‘that
trade restrictions addéd ‘mdre than "§1000 to

..~ the “prioe of each Japaneﬂo wlwld i.n t.ho
. United States. . ¥
T -Higher prices md mtrlctod nvuln.bmty of

‘foreign goods also jack up prioss on Amer-
1mgood&¥oupaymoroforabroombo—
causs foreign-made brooms can be tariffed at

: »ahotty&pexoont.?oupuymomforundy

< bars, soft drinks and many processsd foods
“because, ‘while sugar'.is sold on the world
market for about eight cents a pound,- Amer-,
pay an Ileti(mll 13

“Trade restrictions have at tlmoa dod an
‘estimated '$1000 to fhe price of each Amer-
ican-made car, because “protected’” U.8.
manufacturers - saw _higher, - tariff-related

- Japanese pricu a3 an oppormnit.y to raise
" thelr own.

- Trade meddling hlu lom incore ta.mﬂlea
hardest. Low-priced shoes and clothing are
among the items most heavily. affected by

" tariffs and other restraints; If a pair of kid's

sneakers can be produced for three dollars,
they are hit with a 48-percent tariff, while
moakeuoosﬁngmandupmtlﬂﬁodatm

) 'I‘hoDAqudker(Jorp. quocAneoluwu

once among .the . largest independent steel-
wire cers in the United Btates. It-of-
fared high-quality wire at oompotlt.ivo prices

‘partly because it bought fts raw material—

steel rods—whers it could get the best deals.
But in 1864 and 1985 the Reagan Administra-
tion caved in to the steel industry's cries for
protection from “‘cheap” !oroun ‘stee], and
imposed lmport. m&‘lct&ons on forolgn
steolmakers. -

Davis Walker, whlch had other.: nnlncial
troubles.mtorcedt.obuym nt of {ts
steel' from domestio. produoors t " higher
prices. Canidian and ovntua.s “competitors,
under no such - ‘constraints,” were “able “to
-underprice-Davis Walker, The company sold
plants 1in Houston, Dallas, New. Orleans and
Memphis, closed others in Colorado and Mis-
sissippl, and mmlly filed for protection from

’iuaedlt.arsunwchapternofthemnk
‘ruptey Code.

The myth that pmt.ootionism can nve “Jobe
is difficult to support. Arthur T. Denzan of
8t. Louis’s Washington University .found
that restrictions on imported steel in the
1960s- saved 17,000 jobs in the steel industry

.and among its suppliers. But ‘the higher

prices th.ntregulbodlodt.otha loss_of 52,400
jobs 1in American stoel—usin.g mdnstrlea. For
everyjob“n.vod,"throowérolosg. .

: 'Anmnmmdumdzwﬁoonduéwdat
‘the Brookings- Institation “by ~economists
Robert Z. Lawrence and- Eobert ‘BE.-"Litan,
who surveyed 16 miajor U'B mdux’crleu TO-

.celvtng protection from 1850 throngh 1986,



